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for retirement pay of judges, which it has done. Therefore, we have
not undertaken to deal with this question except in terms of a ceiling.
A judge must retire in any event when he attains the age of seventyfive, at the end of the year in which he attains that age. The area
of the Legislature is open. He cannot be compelled to retire lower
than the age of seventy, but under the general Constitution the Legislature has all legislative power not forbidden by the Constitutionand the point you suggest, I think, is within legislative power and
can be controlled.
President Nichoson: Does anyone else wish to comment or discuss
this motion before the vote is taken?
Mr Royce: James E. Royce, Spokane. I should simply like to ask
a question. If we adopt this resolution, then what? Does it require
constitutional amendment-and where do we go from here?
Mr Schweppe: Mr. Chairman. I perhaps, when I made my statement, assumed a little too much. The Committee report which was
printed in the Washington Law Review is predicated on the assumption that this does require constitutional amendment, and if the Report
of the Committee is adopted-and this now represents the consensus
of the Judicial Council and the State Bar Committee-this will be
offered and drawn in precise from within the scope of the language
I have suggested, as a constitutional amendment, to be proposed by
resolution to the 1952 ballot.
President Nichoson. Any further comment or discussion? If not,
we will proceed with the vote upon the motion. All in favor say "aye."
Contrary, "no."
The motion is carried.

REPORT OF LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE

By H. SYLVESTER GARVIN
We have had our problems, and as usual, we have had our ups and
downs at times, but I think as a whole, as you have seen in the various reports that have been filed in the last two years, we accomplished about 80 per cent of what we attempted.
One thing I wish each member of the Bar, when you go back,
would please tell his members what the Committee is trying to do,
and that the Committee cannot do anything at all that will be gainful to the profession unless we get the co6peration of the individuals
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of the Bar and the Bar Association itself. We have appealed now, at
least five or six times since the session ended a year and a half ago,
for everybody who has something to offer, and to suggest, that they
please draft their bill and get it in right now, so we won't have all
that work m the sixty days of the session.
And you are mindful of the fact that the Committee consists of
sixty-three members in various counties. We have asked you to give
us a brief report of the results and purposes so we can send it to each
and every member of the Committee. When it goes out, each member
votes and sends it back in, and the majority controls as for or against
it. One of the objects is that people who have studied this proposed
legislation for a long period of time have some general basic idea of
what it is all about, and its purposes.
We did not have any paid stenographers except during the sixty
days of the session, and then we got together and contributed part of
the wages to one of the stenographers at the Washington Bar Association, who handles correspondence and mail.
The Committee tries to review them, but you can see what it means:
After two or three weeks you see the bill, and by the time we circulate it-then your Committee is just helpless to do anything about it
One of our big difficulties at the next session, to which the Committee has given considerable thought, is whom we are going to send
to go down to Olympia at the next session to represent us. Dick Ott,
who has represented us, has been apopinted to the Superior Court
and it is necessary for us to look around some and see whom we have.
We have one guiding thought in mind in selecting somebody- He shall
be a past member of either the House or Senate, by reason of the
opportunity he has to get on the House or Senate floors by reason of
his past representation, which is a substantial advantage against anybody not a former representative.
Another thing that has been a mystery is what this Committee is
for. This Committee was formed for the sole purpose-not to go out
and tell the Legislature what to do, or how to do it, or to vote for a
bill or not to vote for a bill-but to carefully review and scan any
bill offered either in the House or Senate, and see if that bill directly
or indirectly affects the practice of law or the practice before the
judges.
That is the thing we have to bear in mind. The reason the Committee was formed was by reason of a few fellows getting together
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some several years ago when the doctors passed a bill which, in the
case of personal injury claims, gave them and the hospital the first
and primary lien on any recovery that should be made. We said, if
that is going that way and we have chiseling on the lawyer-taking
away or giving to other fields some things that are primarily the
function of the lawyer, we ought to have somebody down there, and
see that these things are not slipped over on us. We ought to get together and see that no rights are taken away; to see that no other field
of endeavor does take away the practice of law in its entirety It is not
for the purpose of passing legislation.
We have tried to coperate and we have tried to do everything we
can, but we do solicit your help in drafting bills early Give us a brief
on it, so the Committee can understand what you have in mind, and so
that we can get them briefed early enough to present them early in the
session and get more favorable action.
This Committee is not sponsored by Bar Associations, but by voluntary contributions of every lawyer in the state, and I will state that
there is a very small proportion of the lawyers who have contributed.
We circulated pamphlets the last session asking for their contributions.
I will say that there has not been 20 per cent over all the years we have
been there. It is just a few scattered around the state who make contribution.
The only expense we have had on the Committee has been the hiring
of stenographers, postage, long distance calls, room rent and meals of
the man, and the salary of the man we hire during the session. No other
expenses, with one exception. At each session we give a joint dinner to
the Judicial Committee of both House and Senate at the expense of the
Legislative Committee.
We would appreciate very much this: You get to your local Bar Association, and if you have any bills which you think ready for consideration, get them in to us as soon as possible, so we can have them
mimeographed and circulated and have a fair opportunity to act.
Use your endeavor and influence on the people in your own counties.
Try to tell them what to do and how the bills we are sponsoring will
affect citizens of the state generally in the practice of the law We will
appreciate it, and thank you.

